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County Employment and Wages in Texas — Third Quarter 2016

Employment rose in 19 of the 26 largest counties in Texas from September 2015 to September 2016, the
U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics reported today. (Large counties are defined as those with employment of
75,000 or more as measured by 2015 annual average employment.) Assistant Commissioner for Regional
Operations Stanley W. Suchman noted that two Texas counties ranked among the top 20 nationwide for job
growth. The employment gains in Galveston and Williamson Counties, at 4.1 percent each, were the fastest
in the state and ranked 18" nationwide. In contrast, employment fell in five of the state’s largest counties.
(See table 1.)

Nationwide, employment advanced 1.7 percent from September 2015 to September 2016 as 307 of the 344
largest U.S. counties registered increases. York, S.C., recorded the fastest employment gain in the country,
up 6.0 percent. Midland, Texas, experienced the largest over-the-year percentage decrease in employment
with a loss of 5.8 percent; employment in Midland’s trade, transportation, and utilities sector recorded the
largest numerical decrease among the county sectors with a loss of 1,504 jobs (-8.2 percent).

Among the largest counties in Texas, employment was highest in Harris County (2,262,300) in September
2016, followed by Dallas County (1,662,800). Three other counties, Tarrant, Bexar, and Travis, had
employment levels exceeding 700,000. Together, the 26 largest Texas counties accounted for 80.7 percent of
total employment within the state. Nationwide, the 344 largest counties made up 72.5 percent of total U.S.
employment.

From the third quarter of 2015 to the third quarter of 2016, average weekly wages nationwide increased 5.4
percent to $1,027. Among large counties in Texas, McLennan registered the largest increase in average
weekly wages with a gain of 7.7 percent, while wages in Midland County fell, down 0.3 percent. (See table
1.) In the third quarter of 2016, Harris had the highest average weekly wage among the state’s largest
counties at $1,267 and Cameron had the lowest at $636.

Employment and wage levels (but not over-the-year changes) are also available for the 228 counties in
Texas with employment levels below 75,000 in 2015. Among these smaller counties, 212 had average
weekly wages below the national average in September 2016. (See table 2.)

Large county wage changes

Ten of Texas’s 26 large counties recorded wage growth equal to or above the 5.4-percent national increase
from the third quarter of 2015 to the third quarter of 2016. McLennan County’s 7.7-percent wage increase
was the highest in the state and placed 33™ nationally, followed by Dallas, Denton, and Williamson (6.8



percent each, 68™), and Tarrant (6.6 percent, 87™). (See table 1.) Fifteen large Texas counties had over-the-
year wage increases that were below the national average, and Midland County registered a decrease in
average weekly wages, down 0.3 percent.

Nationally, 339 of the 344 largest counties had over-the-year wage increases. Clark, Nev., experienced the
largest wage gain in the nation, up 12.2 percent. Manatee, Fla., had the second largest increase (10.7
percent), followed by Hillsborough, N.H. (10.4 percent); four other large U.S. counties had increases above
10.0 percent.

Nationwide, five of the largest counties registered wage declines during the period. Rockland, N.Y.,
experienced the largest decrease in average weekly wages with a loss of 14.9 percent over the year.
Lafayette, La., had the second largest wage decline (-3.4 percent), followed by Benton, Ark. (-2.0 percent),
Lake, I11. (-0.9 percent), and Midland, Texas (-0.3 percent).

Large county average weekly wages

Average weekly wages in 5 of the 26 large Texas counties were more than 14 percent above the national
average of $1,027 in the third quarter of 2016. Harris County led at $1,267 per week and ranked 23™ among
the 344 large counties nationwide. Harris was followed by Dallas ($1,239, 30™), Collin ($1,191, 40™),
Midland ($1,176, 43™), and Travis ($1,174, 45™). Three additional Texas counties reported average weekly
wages above the national average: Jefferson ($1,061, 81%), Brazoria ($1,045, 87"), and Tarrant ($1,029,
101%).

Texas had a number of low-paying large counties. Three of the four lowest-paying large counties in the
United States were located along the border with Mexico: Cameron ($636, 343™), Hidalgo ($654, 342™),
and Webb ($680, 341%). Other Texas counties with low national rankings included EI Paso ($728, 333™),
Brazos ($772, 327"), and Lubbock ($811, 306™).

Nationally, weekly wages were higher than the U.S. average in 102 of the largest counties in the country.
Santa Clara, Calif., held the top position among the highest-paid large counties with an average weekly
wage of $2,260. San Mateo, Calif., was second at $2,098, followed by San Francisco, Calif. ($1,892), New
York, N.Y. ($1,879), and Washington, D.C. ($1,728).

Among the largest U.S. counties, more than two-thirds (241) reported average weekly wages below the
national average in the third quarter of 2016. The lowest wage was reported in Horry, S.C., at $632 per
week, followed by the Texas counties of Cameron and Hidalgo. Wages in these three lowest-ranked counties
were less than 30 percent of the average weekly wage in the highest-ranked county, Santa Clara, Calif.

Average weekly wages in smaller Texas counties

Sixteen of the 228 smaller Texas counties — those with employment below 75,000 — reported average
weekly wages above the national average of $1,027. Two of these smaller counties had wages that were also
the highest in the state: Carson ($1,631) and Irion ($1,333). Delta County registered the lowest weekly
wage, averaging $413 in the third quarter of 2016. (See table 2.)

When all 254 counties in Texas were considered, all but 24 had wages below the national average. Thirty-
six counties reported average weekly wages under $650, 79 registered wages from $650 to $749, 70 had
wages from $750 to $849, 33 had wages from $850 to $949, and 36 had wages of $950 or higher. (See chart
1.) The counties with the highest average weekly wages were located around the larger metropolitan areas



of Dallas, Houston, and Austin, as well as the smaller areas of Midland, Odessa, and Amarillo. Lower-
paying counties were concentrated in the agricultural areas of central Texas, the Texas Panhandle, and along
the Texas-Mexico border.

Additional statistics and other information

QCEW data for states have been included in this release in table 3. For additional information about
quarterly employment and wages data, please read the Technical Note or visit www.bls.gov/cew.

Employment and Wages Annual Averages Online features comprehensive information by detailed industry
on establishments, employment, and wages for the nation and all states. The 2015 edition of this publication
contains selected data produced by Business Employment Dynamics (BED) on job gains and losses, as well
as selected data from the first quarter 2016 version of the national news release. Tables and additional
content from Employment and Wages Annual Averages Online are now available online at www.bls.gov/
cew/cewbultn15.htm.

The County Employment and Wages release for fourth quarter 2016 is scheduled to be released on
Wednesday, June 7, 2017.

Technical Note

Average weekly wage data by county are compiled under the Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages
(QCEW) program, also known as the ES-202 program. The data are derived from summaries of
employment and total pay of workers covered by state and federal unemployment insurance (UI) legislation
and provided by State Workforce Agencies (SWAs). The 9.8 million employer reports cover 142.9 million
full- and part-time workers. The average weekly wage values are calculated by dividing quarterly total
wages by the average of the three monthly employment levels of those covered by UI programs. The result
is then divided by 13, the number of weeks in a quarter. It is to be noted, therefore, that over-the-year wage
changes for geographic areas may reflect shifts in the composition of employment by industry, occupation,
and such other factors as hours of work. Thus, wages may vary among counties, metropolitan areas, or
states for reasons other than changes in the average wage level. Data for all states, Metropolitan Statistical
Areas (MSAs), counties, and the nation are available on the BLS Web site at www.bls.gov/cew/; however,
data in QCEW press releases have been revised (see Technical Note below) and may not match the data
contained on the Bureau’s Web site.

QCEW data are not designed as a time series. QCEW data are simply the sums of individual establishment
records reflecting the number of establishments that exist in a county or industry at a point in time.
Establishments can move in or out of a county or industry for a number of reasons—some reflecting
economic events, others reflecting administrative changes.

The preliminary QCEW data presented in this release may differ from data released by the individual states
as well as from the data presented on the BLS Web site. These potential differences result from the states’
continuing receipt, review and editing of Ul data over time. On the other hand, differences between data in
this release and the data found on the BLS Web site are the result of adjustments made to improve over-the-
year comparisons. Specifically, these adjustments account for administrative (noneconomic) changes such
as a correction to a previously reported location or industry classification. Adjusting for these administrative


https://www.bls.gov/cew
https://www.bls.gov/cew/cewbultn15.htm
https://www.bls.gov/cew/cewbultn15.htm
https://www.bls.gov/cew/

changes allows users to more accurately assess changes of an economic nature (such as a firm moving from
one county to another or changing its primary economic activity) over a 12-month period. Currently,
adjusted data are available only from BLS press releases.

Information in this release will be made available to sensory impaired individuals upon request. Voice
phone: (202) 691-5200; Federal Relay Service: (800) 877-8339.



Table 1. Covered employment and wages in the United States and the 26 largest counties in Texas, third

quarter 2016
Employment Average weekly wage (1)
Percent National . Percent National
Area September change, ranking by Average National change, ranking by
2016 September percent weekly ranking by third quarter percent
(thousands) | 544516 | change @ wage level @ | 501516 @ | change @

United States ®).........ccoeveeveveeeeeeeeeeee 142,940.5 1.7 - $1,027 -- 5.4 -
TEXAS vttt 11,830.7 1.3 -- 1,042 14 4.3 41
Bell, TeXas ....ccoveviiiiiiiieiece e 116.3 0.0 308 868 252 5.7 160
Bexar, TeXas.......cccooeeieenieiieeieesieeee 846.6 2.4 112 914 200 4.6 247
Brazoria, Texas......ccccccceviveeiieiennneenne 106.1 1.9 153 1,045 87 5.3 198
Brazos, TeXas........cccoveeeniieeeiieeeniieeene 101.3 0.8 257 772 327 5.8 152
Cameron, TEXaS .....ccceeeereeenieeiieeneeeeen 138.4 2.2 125 636 343 4.3 269
Collin, TEXAS ...veerveeriieeieeieeeie e 381.5 3.8 29 1,191 40 5.9 139
Dallas, TEXaS .....cceveereeiieeiieeie e 1,662.8 3.1 58 1,239 30 6.8 68
Denton, Texas .......cccceeveeeeniiieeiiieeeies 228.8 3.4 46 954 164 6.8 68
El Paso, TEXaS.......cccerurrieenieenieeieeee 299.3 2.4 112 728 333 4.4 262
Fort Bend, TeXas ......cccceeveeevieenieeieenee. 174.2 2.1 131 951 166 0.3 339
Galveston, TeXas........ccceveerverieeenieenenn. 108.0 4.1 18 896 219 54 187
Gregg, TeXas ......ccoeeveeieeeneenieeieeieeee 74.0 -3.4 342 858 265 1.2 335
Harris, TeXaS......ccoooieiieeieeie e 2,262.3 -0.9 329 1,267 23 2.1 327
Hidalgo, Texas.......cccceoeriiienieenieeieenenn. 248.5 1.8 164 654 342 4.8 233
Jefferson, Texas ........ccocevveeieeneeniennns 122.3 -0.2 315 1,061 81 5.7 160
Lubbock, Texas ........cccceveeiienieeninennnn. 137.0 1.4 203 811 306 4.0 286
McLennan, Texas ........ccccceeevieeennineeene 1114 2.6 96 850 272 7.7 33
Midland, Texas .......cccooeeeveenieeiieenieeen. 83.0 -5.8 344 1,176 43 -0.3 340
Montgomery, Texas .........ccccveeeernneenne 168.4 1.0 238 1,007 116 41 279
Nueces, TeXas.......ccovveeniieeeiieceniieeee 161.6 -0.5 321 893 221 41 279
Potter, TeXas........ccccererieenienieeeeee. 78.9 0.0 308 831 288 3.1 315
Smith, TEXAS ....cciiiiiiiieeiee e, 102.6 1.3 216 849 273 5.3 198
Tarrant, TeXas .......cccceerveeerieeeriieeeieennn 860.4 2.4 112 1,029 101 6.6 87
Travis, TEXAS ....cccvveeieeneeiieeiee e 710.0 2.9 74 1,174 45 5.1 21
Webb, TeXaS......cccceeieenieiiieeeieecee 99.1 2.2 125 680 341 29 318
Williamson, Texas.......cccevveeieeneeneennns 158.7 41 18 1,009 114 6.8 68

(1) Average weekly wages were calculated using unrounded data.

(2) Percent changes were computed from quarterly employment and pay data adjusted for noneconomic county reclassifications.

(3) Ranking does not include data for Puerto Rico or the Virgin Islands.

(4) Totals for the United States do not include data for Puerto Rico or the Virgin Islands.

Note: Data are preliminary. Covered employment and wages includes workers covered by Unemployment Insurance (Ul) and Unemployment
Compensation for Federal Employees (UCFE) programs.



Table 2. Covered employment and wages in the United States and all counties in Texas, 3rd quarter 2016

Employment Average

Area September weekly

2016 wage(1)
UNited StateS(2) ..eveiueeeeeiiie e 142,940,452 $1,027
L2 - LRSS 11,830,679 1,042
ANAEISON .o e e e e e e e e eannaees 20,713 822
ANAIEWS ..ot e e e e e e e eaanaees 6,712 1,084
ANGEIING ..o s 35,376 757
P = ET= LSRR 6,247 728
ATCRIET ...t 1,684 662
Armstrong.. 369 670
ALASCOSA ...t 11,855 856
10,257 842
2,474 769
3,164 650
17,115 714
1,225 659
8,974 719
116,265 868
846,607 914
3,018 846
243 625
3,720 672
41,949 760
106,070 1,045
101,266 772
3,858 728
293 558
2,347 763
15,907 690
3,842 761
13,828 788
8,393 703
11,148 1,228
2,103 688
138,352 636
3,796 737
4,727 1,631
7,359 714
2,615 687
13,514 1,128
14,639 692
2,569 710
1,293 630
669 709
705 623
2,096 576
381,483 1,191
COolliNGSWOITN ... 834 761
(070] o] =T [o TSSOSO 6,788 739
(7] 1 4= | SO 51,813 805
(0] 4 F= 1ol o 1 TSSO 3,641 615
(0707313 T TSP 808 771
(07001 - RN 14,242 850
Coryell .... 16,427 760
(7o ) 11 SR 500 695
(07 =13 LSOO 1,341 1,020
(07 (T =] 1 1,500 678

Note: See footnotes at end of table.



Table 2. Covered employment and wages in the United States and all counties in Texas, 3rd quarter 2016 -

Continued

Employment Average

Area September weekly

2016 wage(1)
CrOSDY ...t 1,442 624
(010 oT=Y £=7o ] [OOSR 1,283 786
Dallam ..ottt 4,438 823
Dall@S .....ceveiieeeiecie ettt nnes 1,662,753 1,239
DAWSON ..ottt e a e e e rnnes 4,263 717
D& Wittt 7,052 775
Deaf SMIth.......ccoiiiieiccc e 7,547 764
DA ..ttt 1,271 413
[5]2T 0] (o] o H SRRSO 228,763 954
436 679
5,127 918
943 646
3,169 740
6,645 805
o] (o] RSSO S RSP TSRPRO 66,895 1,022
EAWAIAS ...t 382 631
ElPASO ...eiiiii ettt ettt ettt 299,326 728
EIIS ..ottt e nnes 48,804 810
Erath ..ot 16,145 652
FallS .ottt neas 3,156 687
FaNNIN ..ot 7,512 749
FaYEe ... 9,074 736
FISNET ..ot 898 742
1,659 641
336 552
174,153 951
2,922 741
4,914 828
6,016 879
6,097 865
108,016 896
1,829 728
GHIlESPIE ...ttt 10,337 699
(1= 1T oo o] SR 568 743
(€ To]1F=To I SRS UPRSURURTORPINt 1,257 654
(7o) 0 V=1 [P RN 7,117 754
BFAY ..ttt 7,709 879
(€1 =1 T ) o TPV OPPURRPOPRN 45,112 800
L€ (=T o TPV OPPURPPOPRN 73,964 858
GIMIES .ttt e e e e e e e e e e e et eeaeeeaeasnaeeeeeennnes 6,980 857
GUAAAIUPE ... 39,019 791
HAIE ..ottt 11,997 665
748 555
2,472 666
2,169 909
1,188 661
HArdIN ..o 12,949 769
HAITIS 1.ttt et et ta e 2,262,256 1,267
[ P2 1 1 T o USRS 23,095 907
HAMIEY ...ttt 2,484 749
HASKEIL. ...ttt 1,643 639
HAYS s 63,611 774
HEMPRIIl ..o 2,066 1,084
[ (=] 10 L= =] o RN 16,731 650

Note: See footnotes at end of table.



Table 2. Covered employment and wages in the United States and all counties in Texas, 3rd quarter 2016 -

Continued
Employment Average
Area September weekly
2016 wage(1)
HIAIGO ...ttt 248,512 654
Hill ot ettt nneas 9,658 765
HOCKIY ... 9,342 880
HOOD ...ttt neas 15,487 790
HOPKINS ..t 12,790 725
HOUSTON ..t 7,077 861
[ [0 11T7=T o [OOSR 12,280 880
HUASPELN ... 1,223 1,191
[ (] ) SRRSO 28,985 1,010
8,805 1,135
1,028 1,333
3,051 907
5,655 807
JSPET ..t 10,052 739
JEIF DAVIS ...eiiiiiie et e 973 628
811 1 1=TE =T o PSS 122,260 1,061
JIM HOQGT -t 1,668 769
JIM WEIIS ..o 15,462 753
45,059 799
2,996 706
5,558 954
30,491 772
14,803 925
429 1,001
261 849
17,535 810
1,288 614
93 667
784 884
12,045 701
1,147 803
2,956 1,169
21,182 815
3,827 719
L@mPAS@S ....cotiiiiiiiieiie ettt 4,463 639
=17 Tot= USRS 5,513 705
LB ittt e be e e b e reeareeanee 6,761 941
=Y o) o USRS 4,944 915
LIDBIEY e 16,501 773
LIMEStONE ....eeeeiieeeee e et 7,401 761
LIPSCOMID ... 1,246 745
LIVE O8K ...ttt 3,619 965
LIANO ... 4,620 685
LOVING et 68 732
LUBDOCK ... s 137,026 811
LYNIN e 1,401 758
1Y F=To [E=To T o SRR 4,701 695
1Y =T T o ISP 1,916 601
MAEIN Lot 1,929 914
1Y =Yoo WS 1,056 578
Matagorda .......cooiiieiieie e 10,793 947
IMAVETICK ... et e e e e e e e e eenes 17,441 631
MCCUIOCN ... 2,799 691
MCLENNAN ... 111,442 850

Note: See footnotes at end of table.



Table 2. Covered employment and wages in the United States and all counties in Texas, 3rd quarter 2016 -

Continued

Employment Average

Area September weekly

2016 wage(1)
MCMUIIEN ...t 550 1,038
MEAING ...ttt 9,278 667
L1 1Yo = o S 407 494
MIIAN ... e 82,958 1,176
1Y 11 =T o OO 5,850 811
LIS .ttt 1,270 609
MIECNEIL ... 2,053 776
MONEAGUE ... 4,614 707
MONEGOMETY ... 168,384 1,007
11,189 888
3,552 751
336 488
22,619 706
16,462 692
1,329 618
5,944 791
INUBCES ... et e e e e et e e e e e e eaaaaeeeeeeenes 161,637 893
4,310 895
1,060 928
22,297 958
8,424 786
8,163 853
31,283 822
5,769 788
5,647 821
10,997 728
78,901 831
2,240 747
1,751 607
29,751 775
1,666 1,029
690 497
2,596 604
4,471 808
REFUGIO ... 2,218 766
RODEIMS ...t 249 771
RODEMSON ... e 3,973 832
ROCKWAL ... e 28,377 790
RUNNEIS ..ot 2,818 655
RUSK ..ottt ettt et et e e e taennes 13,220 856
SADINE ...ttt aree e 2,204 690
SAN AUGUSHINE ... 1,597 735
S F= T =Tt (o TSRS 2,046 647
S F= T =1 (o o TSRS 18,567 849
SAN SADA... oo 1,863 715
Y] 31 =Y o] T SR 737 797
SCUITY ettt b e sae e 6,872 913
Shackelford ........cc.uvveeeiiieeeeee e 1,256 832
SHEIDY ... 8,185 716
] 1= 10 F= o OO RN 1,028 785
SIMIEN e 102,586 849
SOMEIVEIL ..o 3,755 1,107
S =] SO 15,140 587
SEEPNENS .o 3,127 678

Note: See footnotes at end of table.



Table 2. Covered employment and wages in the United States and all counties in Texas, 3rd quarter 2016 -

Continued

Employment Average

Area September weekly

2016 wage(1)
SEEITING e 560 749
R (0] 0 1= 7= | SR 503 680
Y01 (o] o SO 1,865 1,086
1,937 642
860,449 1,029
60,461 770
297 828
3,919 787
491 631
15,688 713
46,427 773
710,047 1,174
2,364 661
3,844 678
6,652 682
1,504 1,087
10,079 639
17,387 712
10,742 645
39,239 849
24,892 750
16,001 858
4,344 992
14,675 744
99,111 680
15,464 719
2,002 702
52,780 753
WIIDAIGET ...ttt 5,933 685
Willacy ....... 3,524 649
Williamson 158,701 1,009
LA 1 To o TSRS 7,637 689
WINKIET ...ttt e ena e 2,364 1,035
WWISE .ttt et eae e eaaeena e 19,199 823
LA (o To T SRS 9,807 689
R T= LU PSR 3,714 1,039
YOUNQ -ttt ettt ettt 6,817 750
ZAPATA ... 3,050 870
ZAVAIB.......cc i 2,526 614

(1) Average weekly wages were calculated using unrounded data.

(2) Totals for the United States do not include data for Puerto Rico or the Virgin Islands.
Note: Covered employment and wages includes workers covered by Unemployment Insurance (Ul) and Unemployment Compensation for Federal

Employees (UCFE) programs. Data are preliminary.
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Table 3. Covered employment and wages by state, third quarter 2016

Employment Average weekly wage (1)
Percent . Percent National
State Segtg;’gber change, Average r;\lnaktilrc])n?)l change, third | ranking by

(thousands) September weekly wage Ievgl Y quarter percent

2015-16 2015-16 change
United States @)...........cccoeveeeieeeceeeceeeeeene 142,940.5 1.7 $1,027 - 5.4 -
Alabama ... 1,923.8 1.5 870 36 4.9 38
Alaska..... 337.4 -2.6 1,055 12 1.2 49
Arizona 2,695.5 3.1 950 24 6.9 5
ATKANSas .......coiieiiiiiieiieeee e 1,205.4 1.0 794 48 5.2 32
California .......ccceeveerieeriere e 16,871.1 24 1,210 4 6.7 8
ColOrado......coeieeiiiiieeieee e 2,576.5 2.6 1,062 10 5.6 23
COoNNECHICUL ..o 1,674.2 0.3 1,204 5 5.0 34
Delaware .........cccceveiiiieiiie 440.7 0.8 1,022 16 5.6 23
District of Columbia ..........ccocvvviiiiiiiiiicnee 759.2 1.7 1,728 1 3.8 45
Florida .......ccccoovvnninee. 8,320.2 3.7 905 29 6.2 14
Georgia 4,290.4 29 969 21 5.9 18
HaWali......ooeiiiiiec 648.4 1.8 956 23 6.7 8
1dAN0 ... 703.7 3.5 782 50 6.3 12
IINOIS ... 5,933.6 0.6 1,062 10 4.4 40
Indiana.... 3,025.9 1.8 866 37 5.9 18
JOWE .. 1,548.6 0.8 873 35 6.2 14
KaNnSas .....ocovviiiiiiiiee e 1,377.2 0.5 857 39 5.9 18
KeNtUCKY ......oiviiiiiiii e 1,880.2 1.5 857 39 6.5 10
LOUISIaNa .....coveeiiiiiiece 1,908.8 -0.9 883 32 29 48
MaiNe. ... 616.2 0.9 825 45 5.9 18
Maryland.........ccoeiiiii 2,648.1 1.4 1,124 8 5.3 30
Massachusetts .........ccccevevriiiiciniciieccee 3,522.9 2.0 1,277 2 6.8 7
Michigan ..ot 4,292.2 2.1 976 19 5.9 18
MINNESOta......eeeiiiiiiic 2,849.5 1.6 1,053 13 6.4 11
MiSSISSIPPI ...vveeeevireceiiee e 1,126.9 0.7 739 51 4.7 39
MISSOUN .. 2,782.1 1.6 888 30 5.0 34
MoONtana .......ocveiiiiii 464.5 1.5 792 49 4.3 41
Nebraska.... 973.9 0.9 857 39 55 26
Nevada ... 1,300.7 3.8 949 25 10.1 1
New Hampshire........cccccccovveviieeiiie e, 655.0 1.8 1,027 15 7.9 2
NEW JErsey......cooviiiiiiiiiie e 4,000.0 1.8 1,173 7 5.0 34
NEeW MEXICO .....ccoueiriiiiieiie e 811.5 0.2 830 44 4.0 43
9,216.6 1.6 1,222 3 3.5 46
4,290.3 23 909 28 5.3 30
423.2 -3.4 964 22 0.7 50
5,347.3 1.1 924 26 5.4 27
1,578.7 -1.3 854 42 3.5 46
1,866.5 2.6 970 20 5.2 32
5,776.7 1.0 1,013 17 5.4 27
481.1 0.8 990 18 7.6 3
South Carolina.. 2,008.6 2.5 832 43 5.6 23
South Dakota.........cocveveeriiniieiieniecieeiee 424.2 1.1 809 47 7.0 4
TENNESSEE ..o 2,918.8 2.5 912 27 5.4 27
TEXAS ettt 11,830.7 1.3 1,042 14 4.3 41
Utah e 1,407.4 3.8 881 33 6.3 12
Vermont.. 309.9 0.5 880 34 6.2 14
Virginia...cc.oeeceeeceeeeeeee e 3,801.0 1.0 1,063 9 5.0 34
Washington.........ccccoieeiiiiiienieieceeee 3,278.9 3.0 1,188 6 6.9 5
West Virginia ........cocoveeieeiiienieicceceeen 691.5 -1.6 816 46 3.9 44
WISCONSIN ..ottt 2,850.1 1.0 885 31 6.2 14
WYOMING ..ot 274.8 -4.7 865 38 0.0 51
Puerto RICO......ccccervieeiese e 888.2 -0.4 524 @) 2.3 @)

Note: See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 3. Covered employment and wages by state, third quarter 2016 - Continued

Employment Average weekly wage (1)
September Percent National Percent National
State 2015 change, Average canking b change, third | ranking by
(thousands) September weekly wage Ievgl Y quarter percent
2015-16 2015-16 change
Virgin 1Slands ..........ccveveeeeeeeieeeceeeeeee 37.4 1.4 778 ®) 5.9 ®)

(1) Average weekly wages were calculated using unrounded data.

(2) Totals for the United States do not include data for Puerto Rico or the Virgin Islands.

(3) Data not included in the national ranking.

Note: Data are preliminary. Covered employment and wages includes workers covered by Unemployment Insurance (Ul) and Unemployment
Compensation for Federal Employees (UCFE) programs.
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Chart 1. Average weekly wages by county in Texas, third quarter 2016

Average weekly wages
(U.S. average = 51,027)

I 5950 or higher
I 5850-949
[ 5750-849
[ 15650-749
[ ]5649 or lower

Source: LS. Bureau of Labor Statistics.
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